The opinion in support of the decision being entered today was not written 
for publication and is not binding precedent of the Board. 
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On March 10, 2006, the Board returned the undocketed appeal involving 
Application No. 10/683,789 to the Examiner. See Order Returning Undocketed 
Appeal to Examiner (Order), dated March 10, 2006. In the Order, the Board 
identified a number of defects in both the Brief and the Answer that required 
attention. Among the defects identified in the Order, was a defect in the Answer. 
Specifically, the Order states (page 3), in the Answer, "Section '(8) Evidence 
Relied Upon,' fails to list the relevant references applied in the rejection currently 
on appeal." Accordingly, the Order states (page 3), 
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4) to vacate the Examiner's Answer mailed September 23, 
2005 and issue a revised Examiner's Answer which incorporates 
the required reference under the "Evidence Relied Upon" heading; 

5) to have a complete copy of any subsequent Examiner's 
Answer scanned into the record; and 

6) for such further action as may be appropriate. 

Upon review of the electronic version of the administrative record, it does 
not appear that the Examiner has complied with paragraphs 4 and 5 of the 
Order. The Examiner does not have the authority to ignore the requirements of 
an order from this Board. Accordingly, we remand the application to the 
Examiner, to provide the Examiner with an opportunity to fully comply with all 
outstanding requirements of the Order. We encourage the Examiner to take this 
opportunity to review the administrative record as a whole to insure that it is 
complete and accurate. 



REMANDED 
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